(1) You will reach your intended audience. Long gone are the days when scientists browse library stacks, focusing on key journal titles. Most scientists find articles by searching on the Web of Science, GeoRef, or other similar databases. Anything you publish in the American Mineralogist will be a part of these and many other essential databases of published scientific work. Your work will be fully broadcast, visible on Google, GeoRef, Web of Science, etc., to scientists of all disciplines, as well as appearing in a key journal within the discipline.
(2) Your paper will garner more attention in American Mineralogist, even compared to publishing in Science or Nature.
(a) Unlike Science and Nature, our Notable Paper summaries announce key publications to all your peers. Our summaries are sent to all MSA-talk members, broadcasting your work to thousands of MSA members who will read and cite your work. Preliminary data indicate that our Notable Papers are downloaded at 100 times the rate of non-noted papers in the days following electronic publication of a given issue. These Notable Paper summaries are also posted on Facebook and sent to subscribers through RSS feeds.
(b) We also bring attention to our best papers through our new Highlights and Breakthroughs articles. And like our regular articles, our Highlights and Breakthroughs are indexed by GeoRef and the Web of Science, providing additional independent links to your best papers. Science and Nature similarly highlight key articles, but the chances of being highlighted in American Mineralogist are vastly greater, thus increasing the likelihood of amplifying the attention that will be drawn to your paper.
No other journal focusing on Mineralogy, Petrology, and Geochemistry offers such features. Your paper is not only more likely to be highlighted by American Mineralogist compared to other journals, but those highlights are more likely to be viewed by scientists in your field.
(3) Your best papers will garner more citations compared to publishing in Science or Nature. This may seem counterintuitive, but is born out by data. Analysis of the distribution of citations shows that the very high impact factors in Science, for example, are derived by papers published in Medicine, Biology, and Materials Sciences-not Earth Sciences. This has nothing to do with publication quality. Rather, as shown by Putirka et al. (2013) , disciplines such as Medicine have many more scientists, publishing many more papers in many more journals, providing more opportunities for citations to papers that appear in their top journals. We posit (Putirka et al. 2013 ) that limited attention spans act as a primary control for the observed discipline sizedependent impact factors. Regardless, a key result is that there is no intrinsic benefit to publishing in elite magazine-oriented journals in terms of audience or impact. To illustrate, consider the following: in Earth and Planetary Science Letters (EPSL), the most cited paper in the Web of Science database (as of June, 2013) garners 1,659 citations (since 1981). In American Mineralogist, the top cited paper receives 3,019 citations (since 1983). In Science, under the topics of "mineralogy," "petrology," or "geochemistry," however, not a single paper breaks the 500-citation barrier. In contrast, American Mineralogist has published 10 papers that cross the 500-citation threshold, while EPSL has published 26.
Impact factors are thus a highly misleading indicator of citation potential. Why is this the case? Because in all journals, regardless of perceived prestige, citations are nearly logarithmically distributed among all papers published in a given issue (Putirka et al. 2013) . A small number are heavily cited, a few are moderately cited, and many are not cited at all. In Science, the numbers of citations that accrue to the most cited papers in the fields of Medicine, Biology, and Materials Sciences are in the thousands and tens of thousands, boosting Science's impact factor, independent of the lower-cited papers published in other disciplines (such as Mineralogy, Petrology, and Geochemistry, whose citation level are lower by an order of magnitude-and a level that is ironically more frequently attained in specialized geology journals).
Thus if you place your best papers in American Mineralogist compared to Science, the chances of your paper being highly cited and widely read are increased. With further reflection, this should not come as a great surprise. Specialized journals publish the more detailed scientific records that are ultimately of greater use over the long term, and are most likely to attract the attention of scientists who will actually cite a given work.
